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PATENT 


REMARKS 


Claims 1, 2, 4, 7-15, 17 and 20-28 have been examined. No claims have been 
amended. Reconsideration of the application in view of the following remarks is respectfully 
requested. 

Double Patenting Rejection 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 7-15, 17 and 20-28 have been rejected under the judicially created 
doctrine of obviousness-type double-patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-22 of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,732,944. Accompanying this Amendment is an appropriate Terminal Disclaimer, 
thereby rendering these rejections moot. 


In view of the foregoing, Applicants believe all claims now pending in this 


Application are in condition for allowance. The issuance of a formal Notice of Allowance at an 
early date is respectfully requested. 

If the Examiner believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of 
this application, please telephone the undersigned at 303-571-4000. [/ 


TOWNSEND and TOWNSEND and CREW LLP 

Two Embarcadero Center, Eighth Floor 

San Francisco, California 941 1 1-3834 

Tel: (303) 571-4000 

Fax: (303) 571-4321 
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